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REMARKS 

leconsideraticn in view of ihe piecedmg amendments and foUovring remarks. 

I„accotdaaccwiththeExan^er-srequest,tbeSpecfficationl^be« 
amended tocorrcctafev.mmox^^g«phi«>lcm>^s. Ko new matter has bc«r added. 

Tl«p«s«tinventionexpeditcscompressedvideodat.deUvery by selectively 
^ugb or transcoding compressed video data on a ^b-picture level. In MPEG embodiments, 
compressed video data pass throughWcodin. sele«ion may o..^ - 
iJ IMS permits portions ofapicturcthatneednoratereducdontobepassedfluou^ 
t^^dingandmaintainsimasequalityi^lhesepordons. Tl.e passed through data may be 
block copied fiom an input buffer to an output buffer for example, v,Mch also elimmates 

computational load associated witii transcoding the passed through data. 

Tl.e Claims have been amended to clMify tie present invention. Claim 1. for 
beenamended«»inowredtes"atransmittingnetworkint«^designedorconfigur«i^^ 

t«„«nut the passedtinoughmacroblock data onto the channel". Tlus reiterates that pas^ 
through compressed video data is transmitted. No newmatter has been added. Supponfbrth^ 
amendment can be found in the Specification on page9,linel7topagell. line 8, and page 12, 

line 25 to page 16, liac 4. 

p^f^^trnn under ^5 TLS.C f 102 

TheExaminer rejected claim. 1-7, 9-l4and 17.21 
enticipate<ibyUSPatentNo.6Jll,212BltoLinetal.(refexxedt.^ 
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Lin descnT^esamuMpoint video confcrenotae system that combmesto^^ 

n^ltipleparti^pants. The Video car*«ncingsyst«ne».ploysas«^^^^ 

vJcityofce«^panicipanU.Mo.sp.«.Linde.ects».otionveUO«^^^ 

pa«icipant3«ndsldps-ord«>ps-fian.es^n.^n-ac.vep3r.cipa^.F«=»esof^ 

the video feeds of the active participants. 

The Offi^Aetioud^tedSeptcmbcrZ. 2004 points to Lin: col.7.1ines60-67«, teach 

selectively posing tooughn^croblockdauia the con^,ressed video dat^Apph^^ 
«spectfully disagree. This section of Lin teaches slapping (or dropping) frames. 

Firstly sldppingas taught by Lindoesnot^ntidpateorremotelysusgest 'passing 
«^„gh'asrecitedinind«pe^emclai^Asoneof^lintheanwiiIapp.ecU^^^ 
desIedintheSpecifica,ionandindependentciain,nfo.e«.p.pas^^^^^ 
el^cd refers to c^,m^ Q-te oppositely. Un's 'slcipping' e^^m^ 
not anticipate or suggest this element of the clainied invenHon. 

Secondly.thisdivez^entteachiBg is tether iUustratedby the amendment to i 
^t.^chnowreci«s«atransmitting network interface designed or cor^^^^ 
the passed through macroblockdataonto the channer.SinceLindrop^theftamesC^^^^^^^ 

rol for other active participant feeds), a.d., ^ n>,.U ^yr ^^^^^^ i.^^^ 
^ Thus.Lindoesnotteachthistransmittingelementoffh«cteimedinve«Uon. 

Thirdly. Lm dis^s^il^to^ col. 7. lines 63-64). While the separate video feeds 
are subsec^y combined as s«b->^ows into a oonunon ^^t.dow, any slapping a^ 
"LinocITonanentire tame andbefc^e the combinatior.Eventhesect.onofl^pom,^ 
i« the Office Action(see col. 7.]ines 60^7) solely mentions frames and does not address 

selectivelypassingthro«ghmaeroblockdata.asrecited. Thus. Lin does not anticipate 

macroblock level granularity rate conlxol as recited in independent claim 1. 

independent claims 12, 20. 21 . 24 and 27 include limitations that are similar to 
iridependentclaiml^^d axe paten..ble for at leastthe reasons described above^th.^^^ 

independent claim 1. 

Th«refore.Ai>pUcantrespectfuUysubmitsthatWoodheaddocsnotteachorsueeest 
independent ctairnsl. 12. 20. 21. 24 and 27.andthat1he independent claims -re attow^^ 
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Clain.2-nand 13-19.22 and 25-26 eaclxd^pcadcHbcrdir^^y or i^^^^^^ 

JTons set foxth above v^th respect to th. independent claims. Forexamp^. d^«.^ 

elai.lOreoitest.^-'t^netwot.aevicecopiesd.en^oW<K.d«ta«^.^ 

ftomtheinp«tl>uff«totheou^tbu^^Astn««ianedabovc.Lindropsfom.es.a^^ 

teachcopying-Forat Wthesereasons.dependingclai«U isallowable. 

in addition, depending clai^ ^ recites ''wherein the processing app^n. is desi^^ or 
<.^guredtoconnt,.ent«.Womtsinan^blocKtoloca.t.en««.^ 
TT. Office Actionpoints to the same sectionofLinnsed above: colunm7,hx«s 60-67 to^^ 

1^0. Hoover. tl.ssectionofLindoesnotn.entionannn.l.rofl,tts«atna^^^^^ 
n^blockbonndaries. or counting the number ofbitsinan«croblock.For at leasts 

reasons, depending claim 3 is also allowable. 

Withdrawal of lb. rqection of under35U.S.C.§102(e)is therefore respectMly 
requested. 

The Examiner rejecl«d claims 8. 15 and 16 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over lin in View of US PatentNo.6.577.679toApostolopoulos (referred to herem as 

'Apostolopoulos*). 

The OflBce Action dated September 2. 2004 notes that Lin fails to disclose that the 
executedinstructionsaxestoredO«acompnterreadablemedium(seepage7oftheOfBcc 

Action) and uses Apos«>lopoulostoteachstoxinginstnictionsfortranscoding.Apo3tol^^^^ 
hov«ve*,doesnotcorrectd«ficienciesdes«ibedabovewithrespecttoLinandindepender^^ 

claim 1 2. Specifically. Apostolopoulos does not teach "a rate controUer designed or confined 
toselec.ivelypassthrough«acroblockdata;andat»nsmittingnerworkinterfi«^ 
configured to transmit the passedilroughmacroblock data onto the chamiel". 

Withdrawal of ther^ectionofunder35U.S.C. § 103(a) is therefore respectfuUy 

requested. 
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Applicant beUeves that aU pending claims a« aUowable and respecifully requests a 
Notice of Allov^mce for this application from the Examiner. Should the Examiner beUeve that a 
telephone conference would expedite the prose<rutlon of this appUcation, the undersigned can be 
reached at the telephone number set out below. 

Applicant hereby petitions for an extension of time >vhich may be required to maintain 
liie pendency of this case, and any required fee for such extension or any further fee required in 
connection with the filing of this Response is to be charged to Deposit Account No. 50-0388 
(Order Ko. CISCP275). 



P.O. Box 77S 

Berkeley, CA 94704-0778 

650-961-8300 



Respectfully submitted, 

BEYER WEAVER & THOMAS, LLP 

William J. Plut 

Limited Recognition under 37 C.F.R.§ 10.9(b) 
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BEFORE THE OMICE OF ENROLLMENT AND DISCIPLINE 
UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



LIMITED RECOGNmON UNDER 37 CFR § 10.9(b) 

Wimam Phit is hereby given lijnited recognition under 37 CFR § 10.90>) as an employee of the 
Beyer Weaver & Thomas, LLP law firm to prepare and prosecute patent applications whcrem tiie 
patent BppHcant is the client of flie Beyer Weaver & Thomas. LLP law firm, and the attorney or 
aaent of record inme appUcations is a registered practitioner who is a member of 
& Thomas LLP law finn. This limited recognition shall expire on the date ^eanng below, or 
when whichever of tiie foUowing events first occurs prior to the date appearing below: (i) William 
Pint ceases to lawfully reside in the United States, (ii) William Plnf s cn5>loyment with tiie Beyer 
Weaver & Thomas, LLP law firm ceases or is terminated, or (iii) WilUam Phit ceases to rcmam or 
reside in the United States on an TN visa* 

Thisdocumentconstitutesproofofsnchtecognition. The original ofthisdocumCTtis on file m the 
Office of Enrolhnent and Discipline of the United States Patent and Trademark OfQce, 



Expires: April 21, 2005 




Harry L Moatz ^ 
Director of Enrollment and Discq>line 
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